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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -- 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, how/ever, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply w/ithin the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 



3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim{s) 1-62 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 1-13, 19-23.29-31 ,38-42,48-54.57 and 58 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 14-18.24-28.32-37.43-47.55,56 and 59-62 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) n The drawing{s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

1 2) S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)IEl All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Status 



1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 December 2003 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 



Attachnient(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) O Notice of Draflsperson*s Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 



4) n Interview Summary (PTO-413) 



5) dl Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



Paper No(s)/Mait Date. 



Paper No(s)/Mail Date 



U.S. Patent and Trademartt Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev, 1-04) 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

V J The amendment filed on December 12, 2003 has been entered and considered 
by examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 14-17, 24-28, 32-36, 43-47, 55-56 and 59-62 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hetzler (U.S. Patent No. 5,954,820). 

As to claim 14, Hetzler discloses a computer readable medium having stored 
thereon a sequence of instructions which, when executed by a processor, cause the 
processor to perform the steps of monitoring a system to determine whether for a 
certain display related processes are running (e.g., determining whether keystrokes is 
inputted or not); see column 8, lines 8-13. Hetzler teaches a step of maintaining the 
brightness of the display if the certain display related processes are running (backlight 
is turned on when a user is viewing the display) and reducing the brightness of a 
display if the certain display related processes are not running (backlight 13 is turned off 
when a user is not viewing the display); see column 3, lines 2-9 and column 5, lines 13- 
50 and column 8, lines 8-13. 
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While this is unlike Applicant's disclosed device it reads on the broad claimed 
language. 

As to claim 33, this claim differs from claim 14 only in that claim 33 deletes the 
limitation computer-readable medium recited in preamble of claim 14. Thus, claim 33 is 
analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 14 above since claim 33 is 
broader than claim 14. 

As to claim 32, this claim differs from claim 14 and 33 above only in that claim 32 
is apparatus whereas claims 14 and 33 are method. Thus, apparatus claim 32 is 
analyzed as previously discussed with respect to method claims 14 and 33 above. 

As to claims 15 and 34, Hetzler clearly teaches system being a computer 
(portable computer 41 ). 

As to claims 16 and 35, Hetzler teaches a liquid crystal display screen (11). 

As to claims 17 and 36, Hetzler clearly teaches monitoring for user input signal 
(i.e. keyboard activity); see column 3, lines 2-9, 

As to claims 24 and 43, Hetzler teaches the monitoring step including 
determining whether a video process related device is in use ; see column 6, lines 17- 
64. 

As to claims 25-26, 28 and 43-45, 47, Hetzler teaches the use DVD; see column 
6, lines 17-18. It is known in the art that DVD could be either a readable and writeable 
memory and a read only memory. 

As to claims 27, 46, 55, 59, 61 Hetzler clearly teaches a CD-ROM; see column 6, 
lines 17-18. 
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As to claims 56. 60, 62 Hetzler clearly teaches the display related processes not 
including user inputs via a mouse or a keyboard (see column 8, lines 8-13). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 18 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hetzler in view of Zenda (U.S. Patent No. 5,386,577). 

As to claims 18 and 37, note the discussion of Hetzler above, Hetzler does not 
mention the step of determining whether the system is powered by an internal power 
source. Zenda teaches that " in response to the low battery state, a luminance control 
signal having a minimum luminance value is supplied to the flat panel display. When 
the personal computer is driven by the AC adapter, a luminance control signal having 
a maximum luminance value is supplied to the flat panel display"; see column 6, line 36 
through column 7, line 6. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the invention was made to have used the step detecting the system being 
powered by an internal source (battery) to the power control of Hetzler so as to avoid 
the battery operation time being shortened more than necessary (see column 3. lines 
35-45). 
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Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed December 12, 2003 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

On page 15, second paragraph, applicant argues that claims 1,6, 11-18, 24, 30- 
37, 43 and as well as added claims 50-62, read on elected species of Figure 2A. 
Examiner agrees that claims 14-18, 32-37 and 49, as well as new claims 55-56 and 59- 
62 read on the species of Figure 2A only, the claims 1 , 6, 1 1-13, 24, 30-31 do not read 
on the species of Figure 2A, The new claims 50-52, 53-54, 57-58 are dependent on 
independent claims 1, 13, 31 ; thus, they are also withdrawn from consideration. 
Applicant now amended new limitation ""indicative of whether certain display related 
processes are running " to all withdrawn independent claims 1, 13, 31 . and argues that 
"these claims are also generic to the species of Figures 2B-2F" 2F (see last two lines of 
second paragraph, page 1 5 of Remark). First of all, these claims are generic to 
species of Figures 2B-2F, not generic to the species of Figure 2A which is elected by 
applicant. Secondly, since applicant has received an action on the merits for the 
originally presented invention, the species of Figure 2A has been constructively elected 
by original presentation for prosecution on the merit without generic claim. According, 
claims 1-13, 19-23, 29-31, 38-42, 48-49 and new claims 50-52, 53-54, 57-58 are 
withdrawn from consideration as being direct to a non-elected invention. 

On page 15, third paragraph applicant argues that Figure 2A of the present 
application is a flow chart illustrating a method according to an embodiment of the 
invention for adjusting a brightness of a display screen. However, Figure 2A does not 
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disclose the step of "determining central processing unit usage" as recited in claim 1 
nor "the central processing unit activity falls below a minimum threshold" recited in 
claims 13 and 31. These claims read on species of Figure 2B disclosed on page 10 
linel 3 through page 1 1 , even acknowledged by applicant that these claims are generic 
to the species of Figures 2B-2F (see last two lines of second paragraph, page 15 of 
Remark). 

On page 16, second paragraph, applicant argues that independent claim 1 has 
been amended to clarify that processor unit usage indicative of whether certain display 
related processor are running is determined. Again, Figure 2A does not disclose the 
step of "determining central processing unit usage" as recited in claim 1 . The step of 
"determining central processing unit usage" reads on Species of Figure 2B. 
Secondly, Applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, the species of Figure 2A has been constructively elected by original 
presentation for prosecution on the merit with no generic claim. According, claim 1 is 
withdrawn from consideration as being direct to a non-elected invention. 

On page 16, third paragraph, applicant presents the same arguments as 
presented to claim 1 . The argument is not persuasive for the same reasons as 
previously discussed with respect to claim 1 above,. 

On page 17, as to the Office Action rejected claims 14-17, 24-28, 32-36 and 43- 
47 under 35 U.S.C 1029b) as being anticipated by Hetzler, U.S. Patent No. 5.594,300, 
applicant argues that Hetzler determines whether to enter a power-save mode based on 
recent access history, not by determining whether certain display related processes are 
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running. First of all, Hetzler teaches not only determining whether to enter a power- 
save mode based on recent access history as applicant's argument, but also 
determining whether to enter a power-save mode based on key strokes or moving the 
pointing device (see column 8, lines 8-13). The key strokes or moving the pointing 
device clearly reads on certain display related processes are running. 

As to claim 1,13 and 31 , applicant presented the same arguments with respect 
to claim 14 above. However, these claims are with drawn from consideration as these 
claims do not read on thee Species of Figure 2A which is elected by applicant. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chanh Nguyen whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
6603. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner 
supervisor, Steven Saras can be reached at 305-9720. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 
Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist) 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 



C. Nguyen 
February 20, 2004 





